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Bear Richard, 


an 


Save received or. 


j vt,‘Li vs: ^ 

As the hasty note I added to the proofs that you shdulcKbe "receiving no more than 

hrtM xi 

h^sfsfe: end a half from non, hero is the brief Conclusion for Case Open . 

I believe that a conclusion is an urgent need and that the content of this can help 
the book material/^as the absence of any nil! hurt it seriously. 

There is in this what can cause a sensation if there is any promotion of it, that 
'swald security clearance not yet reported publicly anywhere. 

I've written in a plug for John Henman's book. 


Using it how will not hurt his book— it will help it, create an advance interest 
in it. ; /d (foil «4- , 

•’■n the interest of brevity, when x net wrote this I left that ou£ But in thinking 
about it I realzed that it is important in and to the book and can be, with help should 
be, a significant boost for the book. 

* 

4nd if it is not there it cannot be used that way. 

Please believe me and listen to me: Consluions are absolutely essential, as I've 
already indicated. I do not want to have my reputation suffer for the lack of them and 
you and C & G- should feel that way about yourselves. 

There are many thi ngs I can do to help the book when it is out. Bhen you have it, 
please let me know so I can prepare for it. 

Ijfeajywhile , - 1 - have a few t kings in mind tliat cannot conflict with anything you and/ 
or G & G will when I can I'll try and I'll keep you informed, with copies. 

If a competitive situation is created, tliis book is loaded with dynamite! 
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Tliis book. 


is, 


as intended, an exposure and an indictneht of ^erald Posner and his 


mis titled book, Has_e Closed, the most dishonest of all the many books on the assassina— 
iom of President kennedy and its investigations* Pt aldo expose^ and indicts theose who 

connived with Posner to make his most dishonest of books the most successful of the 

/ 


sycophantic works and of those that commercialize and exploit that great national 
wragedy. ^ ' n 4^ ‘W % MUd 

How dishonest are Posner and his book? Strong as is the case in this book, it is 
much less than the case P put together and that was much less than was possible. By 
the time my manuscript exceeded more than 200,000 words I did no more. This books 


shortens that lengthy indictment to ra&ke it more accessible to more people. How- 
ever, copies of that lengthier indictment will be deposited with professional historicans 
cind their institutions for the historical. record for the iutureo Th^se historians pro- 
vided the professional peer review that Posner and && Random House avpided. They avoided 
this tradition on non-fiction publication for a very simple reason: with a competent 
I’eer review they would have had no such successful exploitation and commercializtion 
of this great tragedy in ou± history. There is no competent peir review of this most 
thoroughly and intendealy dishonest of books s^t that would not have condemned it for 
this reason and for others. ' 


These other eea reasons include gross ignorance of the subject matter, despite the 
sasazzaziEHzz prepublication raves by men of eminence not one of whom was in a position 
to offer the opinions used to sell this rewriting of our history^ for prefect. The pro- 
essional historian among them, Stephen Ambrose, was silent when x wrote him. H e lias 
no defense of what he did. I asked that of him. 

Posner is a man, as the full manuscript proves much more than this book does, 
jho has trouble telling the truth even by accident. 

This extends even to himself. He lies about himself in referring to himself as^ 
ejad as Random House ippodrhmed on the book and in all those many effiective promo- 
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tions a "Wall Street lawyer." His actual "Wall Street" experience was a short span 


/ ^ /wi VOW _ 

of the most insignificant and most menial work, on "disc overyi^naterial'W^' i a major 

anti-trust case. That is work for which other major corporations have found sH™ 

those fresh from college and without law degrees perfectly satisfactory. I have a 

friend whose first job after she got her undergraduate degree was doing precisely 

that work for another major corportation. lf- it was ‘n o4-then_as-l argo as IBM, Posner s 

, . £ , 

firm s lb was close ttrxtrfc* His name doesnot appear in that lawsuit. But for 

that matter, it also does not appear in searches of the indices, like Lexis, ^hile 
those indices do not include all litigation, they are a fair reflection of importance. 

I have a hew jfcork lawyer friend who told me his chec^^iows that Posner never 
filed a single lawsuit. hw~ df4M<L \ 

T^ years or less of the most laeMalTM- lawyer talc gr^mgEes~him~a 1 "Wall Street 
lawyer." 

Without any of the media making any check at all, it, too, puffed him up as what 
he was and is not, a ’Wall Street lawyer." 

n > "the innumerable instances of his subject-matter ignoraned, I cite one. Sowe/ffluk^- 

however, could be refictions :of the permeating dishonesty of Ms book. 

I .select this one because ho had access to the fact in two ways. The first is that 
r 

published it in my 1 965 book oi wMch he has a copy and to wMch he refers in Ms 
book. His reading of tliat book was so close that he quoted four non— continuous 
words from a page of about 600 words. The other is that I have a file on it and he 
had unsupervised aeee access to all my some 60 file /Cabinets of records and to our 
copier. 

J>/pt hvv t 

In support of Ms nonesti^g; case of a sho f fired in the assassination earlier than 

the Commission said he refers to the hate Wobel Laureate n_uis Alvarez as the inventor , 

J pu+ f-tf rtfthsy /Jr alt Ufr ulet'J , Jitf 

of the giggle" theory, that h±^'”reaction to an earlier shot canrirr/ ^hrnhari flrvpriinrr 1 " 

t 

case, to Jiggle. I brought that to light in my 1965 WMtewash . Alvarez's students 'flfrK 
asked Mm abonE^tf. ^e later wrote an article about it and had it published in The 
Scienti f ic American ^- which Posner does not mention. ij y file, wMch is not included 



in the FOIA lawsuit to which I refer! because I did not have to take that one to coirt, 
Includes even # Alvarez contemptuous disregard for Ms misuse of funds provided by the 
Energy Research and development /^Ministration for that work and publication. 

But 'then Posner did not dare cite either my first use of that Zaprduer testimony 
oft. the testimony itself because what Zapruder actually testified to is that lie- though 

U 

a shot had cone from behind Mm, from that grassy Iv noli so infamous to Posner, an’ that 

,j JL&.’i-ll&'c. { I/m 

he saw the resident hit by the first shot fired^ before' the first of the official 

account! The shot that Posner said missed, /i feiitewash . page 47) 

There ore few poeplerf bolder tlian Posner in Mr; dishonest U , few wfeeso response to 
4 , r v- k'-j • U) 


criticism is-^t o - ciakS^ personal attacks on those who criticize him more than h 

One of the many illustrations of this is when ^r. U yril VJechjr, to Posner’s face 

pn CIN, said that Posner had used Failure Analysis’s work as Ms own. Posner launched 

a false and a personal, attacr on Idbcht instead of addressing~i^E - the obvious truth 
/j \dy OMArfaj^. P ir9Yx^\ .isLZs’ 

1/echt s^oke.-Wwas, as Wecht soon proved, a false attack. <But in responding to Posner’s 

:.alse attack wecht used up -all the time, Posner got wa away with it and was even able to 

add to Ms lies tliat Wecht had "distorted ,1’ <4\_ -? fk .. 

fkr J 

wsner got away witli the same tiling in a letter to the Washington Post 's weekly Bool 

World section. In- a perceptive review, reporter J effrey frank had noted the same factual 

, , , , „ . that Pose$r used Failure Analysis' work as Ms or for him. 

md truthiul crxtxcifmy Here is Posner's response, which s8 is not only not a response 

but is a ^fully-designed lie/ the Post aeco/odated Mm by publishing it in its 

ijecember 12, 1993 issue: 

The insinuation tliac X claimed tliat FAA’s enhancements were commissioned fr yr fc ta 


for the book is false. In the book,-®, the citations to FAA’s work anrl Dr. Piziali’s 
testimony refer to the 1992 ABA mock trialm which is a matter of public record." 

In this Posner intended to lie, having no real choice. 

There is no mention/in Ms book of the American Bar Association or its mock trial or 

if ~t — rp ■ 1 — 

of testimony there by Piziali. If Posner had mentioned any of that he could not have gotten 

away with Ms studied pretense tliat all tliat work was for him. That the mock trial was 

a matter of public record is irrelevant. Posner’s shyster-like refernce to i-jr here is 
<r*H * 

to say that he V said all of tliat in Ms book, which he did not. 



tie writing. 

is q&lever at such decpetions and his practise of them never ends. 

His and his publisher’s claim is that the most important part of his book is his 
/f-vf 

biography of Oswald^ contrived to \Jike it appear- that there is a factual basis for 
m , w&y fttu i'-tic/ o^\,^ 

•a born assassin. 'Ss-eiteg^whaFlie says'!#, the professional opinion of 

he New York City psychiatrist, ^r. Renat us Hortogs. ^artogs exmined Oswald when he 

as an unhappy^boy who behaved badly. But in fact, when a witness before the Warren 

ommission and at precisely the very point in his testimony Posner cites repeatedly, 

artogs -jd swotfe to the exact opposite l 

Posner has to be checked out. I did. The media didn’t, /ad it, ^i could not have 
.misused him and his book to cover the media ass for its failures and abdications 
|t the time ol the assassination and ever since then* 


% 
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^ad he, he would have exposed himself and his book and he would h^.ve killed it in 


Posner# begins his book with his fabrication that Oswald was that born assassin, 
b the very outset, in tz» carrying~1fe* forward, he says that Oswald was so pleased with 
himself after assassinating, ^^esident that he "smirked'' repeat^^^lEe^sa^that^s 
1 sing that work twice, on page'TjTxor example. 

I checked all Posner's sources out. Like genatus, gosner cites their Warren C 0 mr- 
ission testimony. Hot, one of his claimed sources used that word or even suggested it ! 
Posner lied'an3~the (media went for it. And has yet to expose him. w hich would mean, 
course, expose itself. Not very likely. 

So, there is no doubt about it, Posner is a shyster, in the meaning given £& the 
ord by his own publisher's unabridged dictionary, and he is a nonstop liar, in and out 
his book. 

When tins is so v0ry blatant on the most cursory check, w^at does this say 

iout the media which did no checking It all and made him a world-famous man as soon as 

s fraud of a book was out? What does it tell us of the degree to which we can depend 

our media, the means by which we are infprmed so that we can meet our responsibilities 

% 

a representative sorxety? it tell us that the media more that retails lieSsp^it^j t't 
glorifies liars. How, then, can the electroate be truthfully informed? How can our 



system work? 


to 


put 


bf 


bf 


xn 


Co/sfrronted witn a palpable lie — and in this Hew diday 1 s j^ack Sirica is the rule 
.was, 

which there W no single exception- he glorifie^ Posner and his book. He even sought 
the book's blurbor , Historian Stephen Ambrose^ to enlarge upon Ms rhapsodies , saying 
Posner's fraud, plagiarism and overt lies, ""It is just a model of historical schol- 
arshipo" s*M graving thereby that as war is too important to trust to the general, so 
s our history too precious to entrust to the professional historians. 

This influential hong Island newspaper with a Hew York City edition devoted four 
t .Pages of its September 16, 1993 issue to extoling Posner and his book. More than ha if 

h ^ -y 

the fiist page of its Section is devoted to a staged photo of him, brows wrinkled 
a shir fc-sleeved pretense of deep thoughts (His sleeves are not rolled up.) 

Carried away in his own ecstacy Sirica reported that. 

also employed computer techno- 
logy" that included "computer modeling and animation." His source: Posner. Hfto lied in 
denying he had said anything at all like that, ever, hotably on coast-to-colfst TV 
cind to the Washington Post , as cited above. 

This is journalism, puffing up handouts, sking no questions T^swallowing the fish 
along with the hook, line^and sinker? 



y 


system work? 

Corafront^djfitit-a-palga'ble-lie , an impossibility - and in this Hewsday 1 s Jaxk 
Sirica ifi^the rule to which there~was~lio~^±r 


_^_^_he^glori±'ied Posner and 

Ms bdok and eveiT^bnglTiri5ut--sreater-prais^,_Jdke the hookas blurber, the professions 

the iss^e of " — 

j^ttnisIT'Steven ~5m5rbsl37~Ih/ihatM^ with a ITew 

fork City edition, for all the world as though Random House was payingTioiir^or his 


Pcmotional efforts , he quotes Ambrose as baying 


Sirica is one of the many who were suckered by Posner’s obviously impossible claim 

P*¥ 

to have been for e ed-t e- index the Commission’s 26 volumes. If the absolute impossibility 

* 

of indexing 10, 000, OCX) spard words in the about ar year Posner took for all of his work, 

«^\ 

for those 200 interviews and all that travel and then the writing did not suggest itseljtf 

jou,v\ wU s Tfr zAc Thbf 1 

to Sirica or his editors , what kind of - repprter -is -ha? 

LjA"iO* j / s 

Did it now once occur to M# /Co say "sgow me" and dsmancP to see that index? 1 


M> / 

Any perceptive reading of ttev book discloses that Posner is ignorant of the content 

-f 

of th$se 26 volumes, cites it from secondary sources and, as under to tedly indicated 

4 

above, actually misrepresents and lies about it. 

Is it possible that of all the tfaoa 5fB^B~sand-t hniinn.nd n M r yyfpt reporters in the 

U/fi-P A P*-iL < jl. jhwf ) 

hountry, particularly in Washington^ not one remembered tint sensational and it dramatic 

v uJ* ■>- z 

CIA confession of saass-its sins against Hosenko^and checked on that* or did not remember 


a word written about MsPand checked that? When any checking at all would have disclosed 
that for all his interview with ^osenko, a real rarity, Posner published much less than 


was already in the public domain. 

At least one of those many reporters should liave remembered that Hosenko said that 



AP 


The Associated Press, 


which provides most of our papers 


with their national news 


actually gave the country- 


released its first chapter 


in fact the world - as its main story when the *epart was 
, its Summary and Conclusions, word-for-word, verbatim. 



I 


7 (it JU^r 

the W> KGB suspected that Oswald might he an American agent^ome Should have known 
that the first Commission crisis was -when it could no longer avoid smell a report,. It 
is, among other public sources, in Gerald Ford's book* and he wss-tfaen a Commission 
Member arid the ^ouse Republican leader. % A telephone call to any of the many critics 
familiar with it or to me would have disclosed that I had published the fact that 
Oswald had a Top Secret and a Crypto clearance when he was a Marine. That kind/of high 
security clearance for a man later accused of assassinating the President and that 
Commission did not report it rand Posner's book, for all its emphasis on its account 

of Oswald and his career makes no mention of it? 74 tl4/ 4m. 

^obocb/ jhi all the media cofjld do the most minimal checking of such a sensational, 
Owihe e- exhaustively and extensible promoted a book and on this subject? 


t 


With tliis just a tiny peek at the actual record of all the media, is it not the 
rjiost persuasive and convincing reflection of the totality with which it abandons its 
most basic responsibilities in a society like ours? 

When it makes a palpable Iraud, a persisting and pershasivb liar, into ani? 
international celebrity and persuades much of tho world that a ccass commercialization 
Eind explotation oi the assassination ox a p^e President that his de liberat J^y dishonest 
Recount is the unquestionable truth? . ■' 

The media itself change^ with its universal acceptance of the officialfmythology. 
Instead of giving that Report the critical analysis we expect of it, the media rivaled 
dn glorifying it when in fact the Report alone cannot survive critical examination anri 
hen compared with its supposed evidentiary base in thos</26 volumes it is clearly a 
v|ork not of inquiry but of politically sought V"tr* i th/ / that is not^t^T" true. 

Our society can work as intended by our Pounding lathers, those who to me were the 
greatest political thinkers in history, only when the people are informed truthfully and 
accurately. That can hap; on only when tho media tells them the truth, reports fact not 
falsehood as it did with Posner and his mistitled book. 


As this 'f ai — fraction of what x was able to write in a mere two months reflects, 
rieithex- Posner nor his boolpz can survive the critical examination we should 05cpeC3Cf>f 



Suppresded it, ren}$y. 
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He knew about it because he had and read my Oswald in New Orleans. wh-idh reported 
in 1967. That was the only one of my books he had when he bought theiothers from me. 
is also the book based on a minor fact in it he attribute^lf ac f ual error to me. ir 


%»t jfe did iot know what he was talking about because what ho criticised correct and 

. ,. ... . , . y If & 

is vrxtxcxsm was so cbvxously wrong he could have learned that from the phone book. ) 

^Ihen he appeared while promoting his book soon after it was out at the ^reen Apples 
book store xn his home town of San Francisco , my friend H al V erb asked him why 

oliat book is not in his bibliography. ^Posner's response is that his bibliography 
.Lists only the books he used! 

* \ 

Hal knew that wgs a lie, as did other y* of my friends who were there,, 

But with Posner's mother also there, none wanted to embarrass him by proving him 

his mother's fac e^f - 

There is ho question about it, Posner knew that Oswald did have tha^/ exceptionally 
liigh security clearance and that it was expunged from his /Marines record. We even 
discussed it when he was here. 

If he had had the interviest I would have given him the official proof that Oswald 
did have that high clearance. I got it after x published u swald in Hew Pricing . 

Wd none of us own our con try's history. I certainly make no such claim. Posner in, 
fact, reported that I malce all the information I have available to all who write in the 
ield. AS he wrote of me ,\fHe allowed me full run of his basement, filled with file 
cabinets. ... His attitude toward the ah sharing of information is refreshing..." 


(|page 504) 


/ 


PpWfcr know that Ow Oswald had this/exceptional security clearance. But he could not 
,ve reported tliat in Ms bo.- k tliat makes Oswald the lone assassin. That is the same ' 
'eason it is expunged from Oswald's iiarines records. 

(i have since made those records available to J ohn Newman who is^riting a book 

’ aSed 011 thc 0swald records^i^pSr suppressed until their dxsclosre was compelled by 
Jaw in 1993.) 



Ills aiisv.er to that question "Of course the case is not closed." 

Yet knowMlrLs hock has a lie for its title, he used that lie because it is the lie 
ijhat made him an int rnational figure and made Ms book. 

The media did not pick it up and report it. 


Bosner was safe behind Ms mother's skirt at tint book-store appearance. 


That was one of the ^Lces he admitted that contrary to the ti^Ce of Ms 


ook, the case is not closed. 

tlrree accounts of what he said that 1 have y 

One of the 


fedstvaf'froni those who were there sp says he began 



K 


of 
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be able to suspect of our media and until recently at least most Americans believed 
•bey got from it. Iiany still believe ’that, Tragcially, we cannot, and that is a great 
danger to all of us and to our system of society. 

That xn time of great crisis and with this assassination, ever since then, aTll 
our institutions failed and continue to fail us and themselves is the thrust of my 
Jork. This book is the eighth of my published books in which this failure is brought to 
-xght, with a ntoth to bo published later this year. That and all those FOIA lawsuits 
■nd their~^=3Tyield, in court precedents and in that third of a million pages of now 
available and pr e vi o usly-wx the Id official recofds is not an inconsiderable work. 

Yet 110 " a single reporter writing about Posner and his book, not a single news 
agazine that promoted it, not a single TV show or ostensible news account asked me a 

lingle question about that book for all the work I have done and ^fa known to have done 
n the field. 

£n the enti e country , with this the subject and with Posner's version of that 
treat ttagedy, not one reporter who wrote any story at all about it asked a single g, 
uestions ! 

This describes our media today better and more definitively than any critic of 
t can. 

B ook publishing is, of course, an important p ar t - o f element of out's!* media, ^Mle co 
00 ¥ do not reacl1 the audoence of the pr^Lnt press or the electronic media, it is the 
:ne means hy which important national issues can be addressed at length and with 
eal definitiveless. 

*4.1 

But not a single major publisher ha3 brought ought a single truthful, responsible 
ook that is fiesi-icritical of the government's record when the ^resident was killed, 
when as xs inevitable, we had an Acodrac Amerifom Ameriform coun dt etat. 

lx therpd believe tliat was not the effect of this assassination, they need only 
ompare our country and life in it then with what we have today, ^t After Viet Nam, 
if ter the Watergate, after the ^r an/Contra disgrace, after a President was forced 

;d resign not to be impeached, after he picked Ms success^^-i^eediately pardonned 
him. 



L U 

Crime is a major national issue. Compare crime now ssA then^ ^UtAJ Cl^'O 

Jpook at the streets overflowing with the homeless, many of whom had decent jobs and 

could not afford a place to live despite being emol employed. (jUt; IkW ' 

The national debt is ancTther major issue. Compare it now with what it was then. 

0 

ompare what we now have to import that we used to export, daily increasing the 
ational debt tnereby, with that national debt alone denying the country its fg&tt 
urgent needs. 

Compare our infant mortality then and no^and with that all the other major health 

ii 

issues. For a developed country we diave one the of the highest infant mortality rates. 

There is no real question, the assassination of a ^resident in our country in- 
evitably had the greatest consciences « Jt also nullifies out entire system of govern- 
ment. ^t is the greatest subversion. 

Yet the mafe maljor media failed to meet its responsibilities then and ever since 

lien and as this book shows, persists in refusing to meet its responsibilities after 
30 

«« years. 


n 


No major book publisher has ever published this kind of criticism - and it is 

V*i 

constructive criticism in a society like ours*? - and when such a book can be published, 
t is by Ismail publislirs. They liave the courage , ^Jhe Ras#d Random Houses pimp for the 
literary whores who sell themselves f or fame and money , 

We are in bad shape when this can happen in out country. 

And it has happened ! 

When the Posners can get the Random Houses to publish such malevolent, such 
dangerous trash as Ms misijjfitled C a se Opened , the title he knew and admitted is 
untrue, when the major media can ^all all over itself in telling the people that 
such a crude lie is the truth, when this is what happens when our government 

a M-Afe .did h ag; ran - then we are all in danger with our system in such great troubli 
As the philosopher Santayana observed so succintly and truthfully, those who do not 
lemember the past are doomed to relive it. 


We are reliving it. We'd better nr remember! 



